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This environmental document is an Addendum to the City of Orange Covez Water Treatment /

Water Storage Proje¢A pproved Project) Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND), adopted on

May 22, 2019 (State Clearnghouse #019049157%, by the City of Orange Cove. After filing the

Notice of Determination, minor changes were made to the Project which included adding
ExxUORPOEUI OawhOht YwODOIT EUwWI 11 Owli why? wxBx1 0DOIT wUIi
from the Friant -Kern Canal to an existing basin. This additional compo nent of the Projectwas not

included in the original ISSMND and is being evaluated herein. As demonstrated in this

Addendum, there are no additional impacts and the IS/IMND continues to serve as the

appropriate document addressing the environmental impacts of these changes, pursuant to

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

When a proposed project is changed or there are changes in environmental setting, a
determination must be made by the Lead Agency as to whether an Addendum or Subsequent
EIR or MND is prepared. CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 1364 sets forth criteria to assess
which environmental document is appropriate. The criteria for determining whether an
Addendum or Subsequent MND is prepared are outlined b elow. If the criteria below are true,
then an Addendum is the appropriate document:

1 No new significant impacts will result from the project or from new mitigation measures.

1 No substantial increase in the severity of environment impact will occur.

1 No new feasible alternatives or mitigation measures that would reduce impacts
previously found not to be feasible have, in fact been found to be feasible.

Based upon the information provided in Section Three of this document, inclusion of the pipeline
will not result in new significant impacts or substantially increase the severity of impacts
previously identified in the IS/MND, and there are no previously infeasible alternatives that are
now feasible. None of the other factors set forth in Section 15162(a)(3) ar@resent.

As such, an Addendum is appropriate, and this Addendum has been prepared to address the
environmental effects of the Project modifications.



This Addendum addresses the environmental effects associated only with modifications to the
Approved Project that have occurred since adoption of the IS/MND. The conclusions of the
analysis in this Addendum remain consistent with those made in the IS/MND. No new significant

impacts will result, and no substantial increase in severity of impacts will result from those
previously identified in the IS/MND.

In compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15150, this Addendum has incorporated by
reference theOrange Cove Water Treatment / Wafgtorage ProjediS/MND, adopted by the City of
Orange Cove on May 22, 2019 (State Clearinghouse #£01904915%. Information from this
document incorpo rated by reference into this Addendum have been briefly summarized in the
appropriate section(s) which follow, and the relationship between the incorporated part of the

referenced document and this Addendum has been described.

As described in Section 1.1,an addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if
only minor technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in
Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or egative declaration have
occurred.r An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or
attached to the Final EIR or Mitigated Negative Declaration.2 The decision-making body shall
consider the addendum with the final EIR or ad opted negative declaration prior to making a
decision on the project.3 Once adopted, the Addendum, along with the original EIR or Negative
Declaration, is placed in the Administrative Record, and the CEQA process is complete.

A copy of the Addendum will b e transmitted to the State Clearinghouse.

1 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15164(a)
2 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15164(c)
3 CEQA Guidelines Section 15164(d)



The City of Orange Cove (City) is in an agricultural area of Fresno County, approximately 28 miles
southeast of the City of Fresno, about 22 miles east of State Route (SR) 99 and seven miles south of SR
180. The existing Water Treatment Plant (WTP) iswith in the eastern edge of the City and the water
retention basins are adjacent to the City (see Figure 1 of the original IS/MND). The proposed Project is
bisected by the Friant-Kern Canal and is immediately south of SR 63. Theoriginal Project Description
included three components and the locations of these are as follows:

1. Line raw water retention basins: The existing water retention basins are on the south side of State
Route 63, roughly 0.15 miles east of the intersection with Hills Valley Road in Tulare Cou nty (see
Figure 2 of the original IS/MND ). The existing basins are surrounded by orchards, a fallow field,
and an approximately 8-acre solar farm.

2. Construct new water retention basin: This component is just west of the existing water retention
basins in a fallow field on the southeast corner of the State Route 63 and Hills Valley Road

intersection in Tulare County (see Figure 2 of the original IS/MND ). The site is surrounded by
orchards, an approximately 8-acre solar farm, the existing water retention basins, and the Friant-
Kern Canal.

3. Construct and operate new treatment facilities : The existing water treatment plant is at 602 2
Street, in the City of Orange Cove in Fresno County (see Figure 2of the original IS/MND ). The

site is surrounded by residential and municipal development and the Friant -Kern Canal.
Description of Additional Project Area

Minor changes were made to theApproved Project which consists of installation of approximately 1,130
OPOI EUwI 11 U uhadwill heyinstallsdiumdergr@udiialong the south side of Highway 63 / Park
Boulevard. Refer to Figure 3 for the location of the pipeline.
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Figure 1 0 Original Project Vicini ty Map

Project
Vicinity
Detail

-

e FRESNO
b

o0
P
ol
o~
=|
=
L3
Y™
&
w
b
Q

gery and World Oceans Basema
“Hills Valley Road

Legend

D Project Site

\ - - s County Boundary

Source: Aerial Ima;

City of Orange Cove



Map

1
. .ux,.
i
3YINL N, |
'3

<
S
5
<
Q
=
wn
<
=
2
S
O
e
~
o
P
=]
2
i

ONS3¥4

TRT0Z '€ 32 1153) sdewaseg suULad0 PIOM PUE AISSeU| [ELBY :35n0S

Orange Cove Water Treatment/Storage Project

CEQA Addendum
City of Orange Cove




Orange Cove Water Treatment/Storage Project 7
CEQA Addendum

Figure 3 - Location of Additional Pipeline and Pump
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Original IS'MND Project Description
The following is the Project Description that was included in the original IS/MND:
?The proposed Project includes three components:

1. Line raw water retention basins: This component would involve installing plastic lining to three

existing raw water retention basins, totaling approximately seven acres. The existing berms
between the existing three basins will be removed to make one large retention basin.

2. Construct a new water retention basin: This component will involve constructing a new source

water retention basin on an adjacent 10-acre property. The new basin will be excavated seven feet
deep, plastic lined and a new pipeline will be installed underground to connec t the new water
retention basin to the northernmost existing water basin.

3. Construct and operate new treatment facilities : This component will involve constructing new

and improving existing infrastructure at the existing water treatment plant (see Figure 3). New
construction will consist of the following:
9 Installing a mechanical screen at the intake pipe on the bank of the Friant-Kern Canal
New raw water pumps and plumbing
A new 3,300 square foot plant building
New filtered water transfer pumps
A new clearwell
New variable frequency drives on booster pumps
A new sludge dewatering box
New backwash pumps
A new concrete masonry unit wall and access gate
New effluent flow meters

= =4 4 -4 -4 -4 -4 -4 A -9

Approximately 1,000 linear feet of new pipeline within the water treatment plant .?
Updates to the Original IS/MND Project Description

The only change to the original ISIMND Project Description is the inclusion of installation and operation
Ol WExxUORDPOEUI 04 whOoht YwODOT EUwi 11 Owdil why? woul sideODOT w
of Highway 63 / Park Boulevard. The pipeline will be used during Friant Kern Canal outages which
usually take place every two to three years for 30 to 60 days. During the outage, a diesel pump will be



used to pump water from the canal to the storage basns. Refer to Figure 3 for the location of the pipeline
and pump.

The purpose of the checklist is to evaluate the categories in terms of any changed condition (e.g., changed
circumstances, project changes, or new information of substantial importance) that may result in a
changed environment result (e.g., a new significant impact or substantial increase in the severity of a
previously identified significant effect) 4.

The@UIl UUDPOOUwWx OUI EwbOwUT T wET 1 EOOPUUWEOOT wi UOGOw xx1 O
does not necessarily mean that there are no potential impacts relative to the environmental category, but

that there is no change in the condition or status of the impact since it was analyzed and addressed with

mitigation measures in the IS/MND prepared for the project. These environmental categories might be

EOUPI Ul EwbPDUT WEwW? 00> wbOwUT 1 WETT EOOPUUOWUDPOET wlOT T wx U
result in modification to the conclusion of the adopted IS/MND.

3.1 Checklist Evaluation Categories

Conclusion in Prior ISS'MND ¢ This column provides a cross reference to thesection of the ISIMND
where the conclusion may be found relative to the environmental issue listed under each topic.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Impacts? ¢ Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(1), this
column indicates whether the changes represented by the revised project will result in new significant
environmental impacts not previously identified or mitigated by the IS/IMND, or whether the changes
will result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact.

New Circumstances Involving New Impacts? ¢ Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(2), this
column indicates where there have been substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under
which the project is undertaken that will require major revisions to the IS/MND, due to the involvement

of new significant environmental eff ects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects.

4 CEQA Guidelines Section 15162



New Information Requiring Analysis or  Verification? ¢ Pursuant to CEAQA Guidelines Section
15162(a)(3)(ad), this column indicates whether new information of subs tantial importance, which was
not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
previous MND was certified as complete.

Adopted IS/IMND Mitigation Measures ¢ Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3), tlis
column indicates whether the IS/MND provides mitigation measures to address effects in the related
impact category.

3.2 Environmental Analysis

As explained in Section One, this comparative analysis has been undertaken pursuant to the provisions
of CEQA Sections 15162 and 15164 to provide the City with the factual basis for determining whether
any changes in the project, any changes in circumstances, or any new information since the IS/MND was
adopted require additional environmental review or preparat ion of a Subsequent MND or EIR to the
IS/IMND previously prepared.

As described in Section Two, the only change to the Project is the addition of a pipeline and pump.
Because of this, new analysis for impacts within the Project area is provided in this Section of the
Addendum and are listed below:
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|. AESTHETICS

glare which would

adversely affect
day or nighttime

of substantial
light or glare.

of substantial
light or glare.

of substantial
light or glare.

Do Proposed New New Information Adopted
. Adopted . o
Environmental Issue IS/MND Changes Circumstances Requiring ISIMND
Area . Involve New Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion e
Impacts? Impacts? Verification ? Measures
Would the project:
a. Have a substantial | No No. There are No. There are No. There are None.
adverse effectona | Impact. no identified no identified no identified
scenic vista? scenic vistas in | scenic vistas in | scenic vistas in
the area. the area. the area.
Substantially No No. There are | No. There are No. There are None.
damage scenic Impact. no scenic no scenic no scenic
resources, resources in the | resources inthe | resources in the
including, but not project area. project area. project area.
limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings,
and historic
buildings within a
state scenic
highway?
Substantially Less Than| No. The project | No. The project = No. The project = None.
degrade the Significant | would not would not would not
existing visual Impact. substantially substantially substantially
character or degrade site degrade site degrade site
quality of the site existing visual | existing visual existing visual
and its character. character. character.
surroundings?
Create a nav Less Than| No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
source of Significant | would not would not would not
substantial light or | |mpact. create a source | create a source | create a source

views in the area?

DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would

have no impact associated with impact areas | (a) or (b), and a less than significant impact associated

with impact areas | (c) and (d). Once constructed, the proposed addition of approximately 1,130 linear

1T 1T O0woi whuy?> wxbx1 OPOT wPhPOOWOOUWET wYPUPEOI OWEUWUOT 1T wx b
for installation of the pipeline, however, the impacted land will be restored to pre -construction

conditions once construction is completed. The diesel powered pump will be installed within a fenced

City of Orange Cove
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surrounding roadways. Once constructed, this additional area will be visually similar to the Project as

was proposed in the original IS/MND. Therefore, the Project will continue to have no impacts, or less

than significant impacts on aesthetics.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.

City of Orange Cove
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ll. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

New

Do Proposed New . Adopted
Adopted . Information
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Requiring |.8./M’\.ID
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? Impacts? Analysis or Measures
Verification?
Would the project:
a. Convert Prime No No. The No. The No. The None.
Farmland, Unique Impact. project will project will proposed
Farmland, or Farmland not remove | continue to project
of Statewide any land not remove remains the
Importance (Farmland), from any land from | same
as shown on the maps agricultural agricultural concerning
prepared pursuant to production. production. agricultural
the Farmland Mapping resources.
and Monitoring
Program of the
California Resources
Agency to non-
agricultural use?
No No. The No. The No. The None.
Impact. project will project will proposed
. Conflict with existing not remove not remove project
zoning for agricultural any land any land from | remains the
use, or a Williamson from agricultural same
Act contract? agricultural production. concerning
production. agricultural
resources.
c. Conflict with existing No No. The No. The No. The None.
zoning for, or cause Impact. projectwill | project will proposed
rezoning of, forest land notremove | not remove project
(as defined in Public any land any land from | remains the
Resources Code section from agricultural same
12220(g)), timberland agricultural - production. concerning
(as defined by Public . production. agricultural
Resources Code section
4526), or timberland resources.
zoned Timberland
Production (as defined
by Government Code
section 51104(g)?
d. Result in the loss of No No. Thereis | No. There is No. The None.
forest land or Impact. no forest no forest land | proposed
conversion of forest land on site. | on site. project
land to non-forest use? remains the
same
concerning

City of Orange Cove
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New
Do Proposed New . Adopted
Adopted . Information
. Changes Circumstances .. ISIMND
Environmental Issue Area IS/IMND . Requiring L
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Analysis or
Impacts? Impacts? - Measures
Verification?
agricultural
resources.
e. Involve other changes No No. The No. The No. The None.
in the existing Impact. project will project will proposed
environment which, notremove | not remove project
due to their location or any land any land from | remains the
nature, could result in from agricultural same
conversion of agricultural | production concerning
Farmland, to non- production agricultural
agricultural use or resources.

conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact to agricultural or forest resources.The proposed Project will not remove any land from
agricultural production , as the land is not designated a used for agricultural purposes . The proposed
pipeline and pump will not have any impacts to agricultural or forest lands.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.

City of Orange Cove



lI.LAIR QUALITY

criteria pollutant for

which the project
region is non-

attainment under an
applicable federal or

state ambient air
quality standard

(including releasing

emissions which

exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone

precursors)?

considerable
net increase of
any criteria
pollutant for
which the
project region
is
nonattainment
under an
applicable
federal or state
ambient air
quality
standard.

considerable
net increase of
any criteria
pollutant for
which the
project region
is
nonattainment
under an
applicable
federal or state
ambient air
quality
standard.

considerable
net increase of
any criteria
pollutant for
which the
project region is
nonattainment
under an
applicable
federal or state
ambient air
quality
standard.

Do Proposed New New Information Ad opted
. Adopted . o
Environmental Issue IS/MND Changes Circumstances Requiring ISIMND
Area . Involve New Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion e
Impacts? Impacts? Verification ? Measures
Would the project:
a. Conflict with or Less Than No. The project = No. The project = No. The project = None.
obstruct Significant would not would not would not
implementation of Impact. create new createnew createnew
the applicable air significant significant significant
quality plan? increases inair | increases inair | increases in air
emissions that | emissions that | emissions that
would conflict would conflict would conflict
or obstruct or obstruct or obstruct
implementation | implementation | implementation
of an available | of an available | of an available
air quality plan. | air quality plan. | air quality plan.
. Violate any air Less Than No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
quality standard or | Significant would not would not would not
contribute Impact introduce any introduce any introduce any
substantially to an new impacts new impacts new impacts
existing or projected related to air related to air related to air
air quality violation? quality quality quality
standards or standards or standards or
violations not violations not violations not
previously previously previously
disclosed. disclosed. disclosed.
. Resultina Less Than No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
cumulatively Significant would not would not would not
considerable net Impact. resultin a resultin a resultin a
increase of any cumulatively cumulatively cumulativel y
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Adopted Do Proposed New New Information Ad opted
Environmental Issue IS/MND Changes Circumstances Requiring ISIMND
Area . Involve New Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion -
Impacts? Impacts? Verification ? Measures
d. Expose sensitive Less Than No. The project = No. The project | No. The project = None.
receptors to Significant would not would not would not
substantial pollutant | Impact. expose expose expose sensitive
concentrations? sensitive sensitive receptors to
receptors to receptors to substantial
substantial substantial pollutant
pollutant pollutant concentrations.
concentrations. | concentrations.
e. Create objectionable | Less Than No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
odors affecting a Significant does not does not does not
substantial number | Impact involve any involve any involve any
of people? land uses that | land uses that | land uses that
would create would create would create
additional additional additional
objectionable objectionable objectionable
odors. odors. odors.
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have a less than significant impact on air quality. The proposed pipeline and pump will not increase the
severity of air quality impacts or result in an increase in emissions, asthe pipeline itself does not emit
emissions and the diesel pump will not result in air emissions that exceed any Air District thresholds.

The Air District rules and regulations identified inthe IS/MND pertaining the original project description
also apply to the additional area.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.

City of Orange Cove
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Adopted Do Proposed . New New Infor.n.1at|on Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Reqwrlng |_8_/M’\_ID
. Involve New Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion e
Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Measures

Would the project:

a. Have a substantial Less Than No. The No. The No. The BIO¢t 1
adverse effect, either Significant additional area | additional area | additional area | BIO ¢ 2
directly or through Impact With  was withinthe | was withinthe | was within the
habitat modifications, Mitigation. original survey | original survey | original survey
on any species area of the area of the area of the
identified as a Project. Project. Project.
candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in
local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations,
or by the California
Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

b. Have a substantial No Impact. No. The site No. The No. The site None.
adverse effect on any does not additional area | does not contain
riparian habitat or contain any was within the any biologically
other sensitive natural biologically original survey | unique or
community identified unique or area of the riparian habitat
in local or regional riparian habitat | Project.
plans, policies,
regulations, or by the
California Department
of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

c. Have a substantial No Impact. No. The No. The No. The None.
adverse dfect on additio nal area | additional area | additional area
federally protected was within the | was within the was within the
wetlands as defined by original survey | original survey | original survey
Section 404 of the Clean area of the area of the area of the
Water Act (including, Project. Project. Project.
but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling,
hydrological
interruption, or other
means?

d. Interfere substantially Less Than No. The project | No. The No. The project | BIO-3
with the movement of | Significant will not additional area | wil | not

City of Orange Cove



other approved local,
regional, or state
habitat conservation
plan?

Do Proposed New New Information Adopted
Adopted . o
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Reqwrlng I.S/M'\.ID
. Involve New Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion e
Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Measures
any native resident or Impact With interfere with was within the interfere with
migratory fish or Mitigation. any fish or original survey any wildlife
wildlife species or with wildlife area of the movement.
established native movement or Project.
resident or migratory corridors.
wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of
native wildlife nursery
sites?
e. Conflict with any local | No Impact. No. The City No. The No. The City None.
policies or ordinances has a Heritage | additional area | has a Heritage
protecting biological Tree was within the Tree
resources, such as a tree Preservation original survey Preservation
preservation policy or Ordinance, area of the Ordinance,
ordinance? however, there | Project. however, there
are no trees on are no trees on
or adjacent to or adjacent to
the site that the site that
would be would be
impacted by impacted by the
the Project. Project.
. Conflict with the No Impact. No. The City No. The No. The City None.
provisions of an has not additional area | has not adopted
adopted Habitat adopted any was within the any biological
Conservation Plan, biological original survey | conservation
Natural Community conservation area of the pans.
Conservation Plan, or plans. Project.

DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would

have no impact associated with impact areas IV (b), (c), (e), or (f) and a less than significant impact
associated with impact areas IV (a) and (d). The only change to the original IS/MND Project Description

is the inclusion O WPOUUEOOEUPOOWEOEWOx1T UEUPOOwWOI wExxUORDPOEUI
be installed underground along the south side of Highway 63 / Park Boulevard . The pipeline will convey

water from the Friant -Kern Canal to an existing basin located along the south side of Highway 63 / Park



Boulevard. A diesel powered pump will be installed south of Park Boulevard and east of the Canal to
extract the water that will be transmitted via the new pipeline . Refer to Figure 3 for the location of the
pipeline and pump.

The area associated with the installation of the pipeline consists of a fallow field to the south and
Highway 63 / Park Boulevard to the north. The area associated with the pump is a highly disturbed
fenced area surrounded by berms, just east of the FriantKern Canal. There is no vegetation that occurs
in either Project area.

A Biological Survey and Evaluation was conducted by Colibri Ecological (Appendix B of the original
IS/MND ). The Evaluation included database searches through the California Natural Diversity Database,
followed by a reconnaissance survey of the original Pro ject areas.The Biological Evaluation determined
that there were no plant or animal species that would be impacted by the Project, but that certain
mitigation measures would be implemented to protect potential species that could occur in the area. The
Biological Evaluation included a 50-foot survey buffer around the original Project footprint , which
included the additional pipeline and pump being evaluated under this Addendum. Therefore, since the
survey did not reveal any protected biological resources, the additional pipeline and pump will not
increase the severity of biological impacts. However, the mitigation measure included in the original
IS/IMND is also applicable to the additional area.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

BIOt+1 Protectnesting2 PEPOUOOZz Uwl EPOU

1. 30wU0T 1 wi RUI OUwxUEEUPEEEOI OWEOOUUUUEUDPOOWUT EO
nesting season, which extends from March through August.

2. If it is not possible to schedule work between September and February, a qualified
biologist UT EOOWEOOEUVUEUWEwWUUUYT awi OUWEEUDPYIT w2pPEDPOU
Project site no more than 14 days prior to the start of construction. If an active nest is found
within 0.25 miles, and the qualified biologist determines that Project activit ies would
disrupt nesting, a construction -free buffer or limited operating period shall be
implemented in consultation with the CDFW.

BIO + 2  Protect nesting burrowing owls

1. Conduct protocol surveys season to determine if burrowing owl is occupying the Proj ect
site. Surveys shall follow guidance set forth by the California Department of Fish and



Game Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Appendix D  of Appendix A ). A
qualified biologist shall conduct four surveys during the breeding; at least one survey
visit must occur between 15 February and 15 April; a minimum of three survey visits must
occur between 15 April and 15 July, spaced at least three weeks apart, with at least one of
those survey visits occurring after 15 June.

2. If a burrowing owl or the posi tive sign of burrowing owl use (i.e., feathers, scat, pellets)
is detected on or within 150 feet of the Project site, then CDFW shall be contacted to
determine if relocation efforts are warranted.

3. If burrowing owl is not detected during protocol surveys, a final pre-construction
burrowing owl survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist no more than 14 days
prior to the start of construction to ensure that burrowing owls have not recently
inhabited the Project site; this survey can be done in conjundion with Mitigation Measure
BIO-3, below.

BIO + 3  Protect Nesting Birds

1. To the extent practicable, construction shall be scheduled to avoid the nesting season,
which extends from February through August.

2. If it is not possible to schedule construction between September and January,
preconstruction surveys for nesting birds shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to
ensure that no active nests will be disturbed during Project implementation. A pre -
construction survey shall be conducted no more than 14 days prior to the initiation of
construction activities. During this survey, the qualified biologist shall inspect all
potential nest substrates in and immediately adjacent to the impact areas for nests. If an
active nest is found close enough to the constuction area to be disturbed by these
activities, the qualified biologist shall determine the extent of a construction -free buffer to
be established around the nest. If work cannot proceed without disturbing the nesting
birds, work may need to be halted or redirected to other areas until nesting and fledging
are completed or the nest has otherwise failed for non-construction related reasons.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Adopted Do Proposed . New New Infor.n.1at|on Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Reqwrlng |_8_/M’\_ID
Conclusion Involve New Involving New An_a-IyS|.s or Mitigation
Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Measures

Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial No No. The No. The No. The None.
adverse change inthe | Impact. additional area | additional additional area
significance of a will not create | areawas was within the
historical resource as any new within the original records
defined in 815064.5? impacts. No original searcharea of

known records search | the Projectand

historic, area of the the area is

archaeological, | Projectand the | highly

or area is highly | disturbed with

paleontological | disturbed with | no visible

resources exist | no visible cultural

on site. cultural resources.

resources.

Less Than | No. The No. The No. The CUL -1
Significant | additional area | additional additional area | CUL -2
Impact will not create | areawas was within the
With any new within the original records

b. Cause a substantial Mitigation. | impacts. No original searcharea of
adverse change in the known records search | the Projectand
significance of an historic, area of the the area is
archaeological resource archaeological, | Projectand the | highly
pursuant to §15064.5? or area is highly | disturbed with

paleontological | disturbed with | no visible

resources exist | no visible cultural

on site. cultural resources.
resources.

c. Directly or indirectly Less Than ' No. The No. The No. The CUL -1
destroy a unique Significant | additional area | additional additional area | CUL -2
paleontological Impact will not create | areawas was within the
resource or site or With any new within the original records
unique geologic Mitigation. | impacts. No original searcharea of
feature? known records search | the Projectand

historic, . area of the the area is
archaeological, Projectand the hl_ghly .
or o disturbed with
. area is highly -
paleontological | . . no visible
resources exist dlstqu?ed with cultural
on site. no visible resources.
cultural
resources.

City of Orange Cove



Adopted Do Proposed New New Information Adopted
. P Changes Circumstances Requiring IS/IMND
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND . . e
. Involve New Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion e
Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Measures
d. Disturb any human Less Than | No. The No. The No. The CuL-1
remains, including Significant | additional area | additional additional area | (protection of
those interred outside | |mpact will not create | areawas was withinth e | undiscovered
of formal cemeteries? | With any new within the original records | cultural
Mitigation. | impacts. No original searcharea of resources)
known human | (ecords search | the Projectand
remains exist area of the the area is
on site. Projectand the hl_ghly .
- disturbed with
area is highly no visible
disturbed with
isible human
no visi remains.
human
remains.

DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would

have a less than significant impact (with mitigation) on cultural resources. The only change to the original

ISIMND Project Description is the inclusion of installation and operation of approximately 1,130 linear
FTTOwoOil why2wxbx] OPOT wUl ECwPPOOWET wbOUUEOOI EwUOBET U]
Boulevard. The pipeline will convey water from the Friant -Kern Canal to an existing basin located along

the south side of Highway 63 / Park Boulevard. A diesel powered pump will be installed south of Park

Boulevard and east of the Canal to extractthe water that will be transmitted via the new pipeline . Refer

to Figure 3 for the location of the pipeline and pump.

The area associated with the installation of the pipeline consists of a fallow field to the south and
Highway 63 / Park Boulevard to the north. The area associated with the pump is a highly disturbed
fenced area surrounded by berms, just east ofthe Friant-Kern Canal

A Cultural Resources Survey and Report (Appendix C of the original IS/MND) was conducted by

Applied Earthworks (AE). AE conducted background research, completed a records search, reviewed

the findings of the Native American Heritage COOOPUUDP OOz Uw2 EEUTI Ew+ EOEUw%»%D Ol w
local Native American tribal representatives, conducted a cultural resource survey within the Project

Area of Potential Effects (APE), documented cultural resources present, evaluated two resourcesthat

would be directly impacted by the Project for eligibility to the National Register of Historic  Places



(NRHP) and California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), and prepared the technical inventory
and evaluation report s. Based on the results of these efforts, it was determined that there were no
cultural resources at the Project site.

The records search associated with the Cultural Resources Survey and Report included all areas within
% mile of the original Project footprint, which included the add itional pipeline and pump being
evaluated under this Addendum. The additional area s are highly disturbed and do not contain any

visible cultural resources. Therefore, since the original records search and survey did not reveal any
cultural resources, the additional pipeline and pump will not increase the severity of cultural resource
impacts. However, the mitigation measure included in the original IS/MND is also applicable to the
additional area.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

CUL +1 Should evidence of prehistoric archeological resources be discovered during
construction, the contractor shall halt all work within 25 feet of the find and the resource
shall be evaluated by a qualified archaeologist. If evidence of any archaeological, cultural,
and/or historical deposits is found, hand excavation and/or mechanical excavation shall
proceed to evaluate the deposits for determination of significance as defined by the CEQA
guidelines. The archaeologist shall submit reports, to the satisfaction of the City of Fresno,
describing the testing program and subsequent results. These reports shall identify any
program mitigation that the project proponent shall complete in order to mitigate
archaeological impacts (including resource recovery and/or avoidance testing and
analysis, removal, reburial, and curation of archaeological resources).

CUL t+ 2 In order to ensure that the proposed project does not impact buried human remains
during project construction, the project proponent shall be responsible for on -going
monitoring of project construction. Prior to the issuance of any grading permit, the project
proponent shall provide the City of Fresno with documentation identifying construction
personnel that will be responsible for on -site monitoring. If buried human remains are
encountered during construction, further excavation or disturbance of the site or any
nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall be halted until the
Fresno coroner is contacted and the coroner has made the determinations and
notifications required pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. If the coroner
determines that Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(c) require that he give notice to the
Native American Heritage Commission, then such notice shall be given within 24 hours,



as required by Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(c). In that event, the NAHCwiill
conduct the notifications required by Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. Until the
consultations described below have been completed, the landowner shall further ensure
that the immediate vicinity, according to generally accepted cultural or archa eological
standards or practices where Native American human remains are located, is not
disturbed by further development activity until the landowner has discussed and
conferred with the Most Likely Descendants on all reasonable options regarding the
descendants' preferences and treatments, as prescribed by Public Resources Code Section
5097.98(b). The NAHC will mediate any disputes regarding treatment of remains in
accordance with Public Resources Code Section 5097.94(k). The landowner shall be
entitled t o exercise rights established by Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(e) if any
of the circumstances established by that provision become applicable.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.



VI. Energy

energy or energy

obstruct a state

obstruct a state

obstruct a state

Adopted Do Proposed . New Info’r\lr:::ion Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Requiring I.S./M’\.ID
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? Impacts? Analysis or Measures
Verification?
Would the project:
a. Result in potentially Less Than | No. The project = No. The project = No. The project | None.
significant Significant | would not would not would not
environmental impact Impact. result in result in result in
due to wasteful, potentially potentially potentially
inefficient, or significant significant significant
unnecessary environmental environmental environmental
consumption of energy impact due to impact due to impact due to
resources, during wasteful, wasteful, wasteful,
project construction or inefficient, or inefficient, or inefficient, or
operation? unnecessary unnecessary unnecessary
consumption of | consumption of | consumption of
energy energy energy
resources, resources, resources,
during project during project during project
construction or | construction or | construction or
operation. operation. operation.
b. Conflict with or Less Than | No. The project | No. The project = No. The project | None.
obstruct a state or local | Significant | would no't would no't would not
plan for renewable Impact. conflict with or | conflict with or | conflict with or

efficiency? or local plan for | or local plan for | or local plan for
renewable renewable renewable
energy or energy or energy or
energy energy energy
efficiency. efficiency. efficiency.
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would

have a less than significant impact associated with impact areas VI (a) and (b). The additional pipeline
and pump will not substantially increase the severity ofenergy use. The proposed additions would be
required to implement and be consistent with existing energy design standards at the local and state
level, such as Title 24. The Project would also be subject to energyconservation requirements in the
California Energy Code and CALGreen for the Project. Adherence to state code requirements would
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ensure that the Project would not result in wasteful and inefficient use of non -renewable resources due
to operation.

FINAL I3MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

Any impacts resulting from energy useremain less than significant.

City of Orange Cove



Orange Cove Water Treatment/Storage Project 27
CEQA Addendum
VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Do Proposed . New New. Adopted
Adopted Changes Circumstance Information IS/MND
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND s Involving Requiring e
. Involve New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? New An_a.IyS|.s or Measures
Impacts? Verification?
Would the project:
a. Expose people or
structures to potential
substantial adverse
effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
i. Rupture of a known | Less Than | No. The No. The No. The project | None.
earthquake fault, as | Significant | project would project would | would not be
delineated on the Impact. not be not be exposed to
most recent Alquist - exposed to exposed to fault rupture.
Priolo Earthquake fault rupture. fault rupture.
Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State
Geologist for the
area or based on
other substantial
evidence of a known
fault? Refer to
Division of Mines
and Geology Special
Publication 42.
ii. Strong seismic No No. The No. The No. The project = None.
ground shaking? Impact. project would | project would | would not
not increase not increase increase
exposure to exposure to exposure to
risks risks risks associated
associated associated with strong
with strong with strong seismic ground
seismic seismic shaking.
ground ground
shaking. shaking.
iii. Seismicrelated No No. The No. The No. The project = None.
ground failure, Impact. project would | project would | would not
including not increase notincrease | increase

liquefaction?

City of Orange Cove

exposure to
seismic-
related ground

exposure to
seismic-
related

exposure to
seismic-related
ground failure



systems where

wastewater

Do Proposed . New Newl Adopted
Adopted Circumstance Information
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes s Involving Requiring I.S_/M’\.ID
. Involve New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? New Analysis or Measures
Impacts? Verification?
failure ground including
including failure liquefaction.
liquefaction. including
liquefaction.
iv. Landslides? No No. The No. The No. The project = None.
Impact. project would project would | would not
not increase not increase increase
exposure to exposure to exposure to
landslides. landslides. landslides.
Result in substantial | Less Than | No. The No. The No. The project | GEO+{ 1
soil erosion or the Significant | project would project would | would not
loss of topsoil? Impact not result in not result in result in soil
With soil erosion or | soil erosion erosion or the
Mitigation | the loss of or the loss of | loss of topsail.
topsoil. topsoil.
Be located on a Less Than | No. The No. The No. The project | None.
geologic unit or soil Significant | project would project would | would not
that is unstable, or Impact not increase not increase increase
that would become exposure to exposure to exposure to
unstable as a result risks risks risks associated
of the project, and associated associated with unstable
potentially result in with unstable with unstable | geologic units
on- or off-site geologic units | geologic units | or soils.
landslide, lateral or soils. or soils.
spreading,
subsidence,
liquefaction or
collapse?
Be located on Less Than | No. The No. The No. The project | None.
expansive solil, as Significant | project would project would | would not
defined in Table 18- | Impact. not increase not increase increase
1-B of the most exposure to exposure to exposure to
recently adopted risks risks risks associated
Uniform Building associated associated with expansive
Code creating with with soil.
substantial risks to expansive soil. | expansive
life or property? soil.
Have soils incapable ' No No. The No. The No. The project | None.
of adequately Impact. project would | project would | would not
supporting the use not implement | not implement
of septic tanks or septic tanks or | implement septic tanks or
alternative waste alternative septic tanks | alternative
water disposal wastewater or alternative | wastewater
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Do Proposed . New NeW. Adopted
Adopted Circumstance Information
. Changes . . ISIMND
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND s Involving Requiring e
. Involve New . Mitigation
Conclusion IMbacts? New Analysis or Measures
pacts: Impacts? Verification?
sewers are not disposal disposal disposal
available for the systems. systems. systems.
disposal of waste
water?
f.  Directly orindirectly | Less Than | No. The No. The No. The project = None.
destroy a unique Significant | project would project would | would not
paleontological Impact. not impact not impact impact
resource or site or paleontologica | paleontologic | paleontological
unique geologic | resources. al resources. | resources.
feature?
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have noimpact associated with impact areas VIl (a-ii, a-iii, and a-iv), or (e), a less than significant impact
associated with impact areas VI (a-i, &ii, a-iii), (c), (d) and (f), and a less than significant impact with
mitigation with impact area VIl (b). The original IS/MND identified that no active faults underlay the
Project site and no substantial erosion or loss of topsoil will occur . Since noknown surface expression of
active faults is believed to cross the site, fault rupture through the site is not anti cipated. The site is also
not located on unstable soil. The same conclusiors would apply to the proposed additional pipeline and
pump. The project does not include the use of septic inks or other alternative wastewater disposal

systems. No new impacts would occur.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

GEO ¢ 1 In order to reduce on-site erosion due to project construction and operation, an erosion
control plan and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be prepared for
the site preparation, construction, and post-construction periods by a registered civil
engineer or certified professional. The erosion control plan shall incorporate best
management practices consistent with the requirements of the National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). The erosion component of the plan must at least
meet the requirements of the SWPPP required by the California State Water Resources

Control Board.

City of Orange Cove
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CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.

City of Orange Cove
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ViIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

New

Do Proposed New . Adopted

Adopted . Information

. Changes Circumstances i, ISIMND

Environmental Issue Area ISIMND . Requiring e

. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Analysis or

Impacts? Impacts? . Measures
Verification?

Would the project:
a. Generate greenhouse | Less Than | No. The project = No. The project = No. The project = None.

gas emissions, either | Significant | would not would not would not
directly or indirectly, Impact. generate a generate a generate a
that may have a significant significant significant
significant impact on amount of amount of amount of
the environment? greenhouse gas | greenhouse gas | greenhouse gas
emissions. emissions. emissions.
b. Conflict with an Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
applicable plan, policy Significant | would not would not would n ot
or regulation adopted Impact. conflict with an | conflict with an | conflict with an
for the purpose of applicable applicable applicable
reducing the emissions GHG reduction | GHG reduction | GHG reduction
of greenhouse gases? plan. plan. plan.
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact associated with impact areas VIII (a) and (b). The additional pipeline and pump will not
increase the severity of greenhouse gas emissions or conflict with any applicable plans or policies
pertaining to greenhouse gases as these Project components would not result in the Project exceeding
established greenhouse gas emission thresholds.The Air District rules and regulations identified in the
IS/IMND pertaining the original project description also apply to the additional area.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

Any impacts r esulting from greenhouse gas emissionsremain less than significant.

City of Orange Cove
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
New New Information Adopted
Adopted Do Proposed . L
. Circumstances Requiring ISIMND
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Involve . . e
Conclusion New Impacts? Involving New An_a.IyS|.s or Mitigation
Impacts? Verification? Measures

Would the project:

a. Create a significant Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
hazard to the public or | Significant = would not create | would not create = would not create
the environment Impact. new or increased | new or increased | new or increased
through the routine impact involving | impact impact
transport, use, or hazardous involving involving
disposal of hazardous materials. hazardous hazardous
materials? materials. materials.

b. Create a significant Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
hazard to the public or | Significant = would not create | would not create = would not create
the environment Impact. additional additional additio nal
through reasonably significant significant significant
foreseeable upset and hazard to the hazard to the hazard to the
accident conditions public or public or public or
involving the release of environmental environmental environmental
hazardous materlals through through through
into the environment? reasonably bl

foreseeable reasonably reasonably
foreseeable foreseeable

upset and

accident upset and upsgt and

conditions. accident accident
conditions. conditions.

c. Emit hazardous No No. There No. There No. There None.
emissions or handle Impact. continues to be | continues to be | continues to be
hazardous or acutely no school within | no school within | no school within
hazardous materials, one-quarter mile | one-quarter mile | one-quarter mile
substances, or waste of the site. of the site. of the site.
within one -quarter mile
of an existing or
proposed school?

d. Be located on a site No No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
which is included on a Impact. is not designated | is not designated | is not designated
list of hazardous as a site which is | as a site which is | as a site which is
materials sites included on a included on a included on a
compiled pursuant to list of hazardous | list of hazardous | list of hazardous
Government Code materials sites materials sites materials sites
Section 65962.5 and, as compiled compiled compiled
a result, would it create pursuant to pursuant to pursuant to
a significant hazard to Government Government Government
the public or the Code Section Code Section Code Section
environment? 65962.5. 65962.5. 65962.5.

e. For a project located No No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
within an airport land Impact. site is not within | site is not within | site is not within
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Adopted Do Proposed . New New Info.rr.nation Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Involve Clrcumstances Reqwrlng I.S/M'\.ID
. Involving New Analysis or Mitigation
Conclusion New Impacts? e
Impacts? Verification? Measures
use plan or, where such two miles of a two miles of a two miles of a
a plan has not been public or private | public or private | public or private
adopted, within two airport. airport. airport.
miles of a public airport
or public use airport,
would the project result
in a safety hazard for
people residing or
working in the project
area?
f. Impair im plementation | |Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
of or physically Significant | would not would not would not
interfere with an Impact. impair impair impair
adopted emergency emergency emergency emergency
response plan or evacuation or evacuation or evacuation or
emergency evacuation response. response. response.
plan?
No No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Impact. would not would not would not

g. Expose people or
structures either
directly or indirectly to
a significant risk of loss,
injury or death
involving wildland
fires.

DISCUSSION

expose people or
structures either
directly or
indirectly to a
significant risk

of loss, injury or
death involving
wildland fires.

expose people or
structures either
directly or
indirectly to a
significant risk

of loss, injury or
death involving
wildland fires.

expose people or
structures either
directly or
indirectly to a
significant risk

of loss, injury or
death involving
wildland fires.

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact associated with impact areas IX (c), (d), (e), or (g), and a less than significant impact
associated with impact areas|X (a), (b) and (f). The additional pipeline and pump does not increase any
impacts associated with hazards and hazardous materials, as the additional components are related to
the original Project and will not substantially increase the severity of hazard/hazardous materials
impacts. The applicable rules and regulations identified in the original IS/MND regarding hazardous
materials also apply to the additional area.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

City of Orange Cove
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None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.

City of Orange Cove
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

New

Do Proposed New . Adopted
Adopted . Information
. Changes Circumstances i, ISIMND
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND . Requiring e
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? Impacts? Analysis or Measures
P ' P ' Verification?
Would the project:
a. Violate any water quality Lessthan | No. The project | No. The project = No. The project | None.
standards or waste Significant | would not would not would not
discharge requirements or | |mpact. violate water violate water violate water
otherwise substantially quality quality quality
degrade surface or ground standards or standards or standards or
water quality? waste discharge | waste discharge | waste discharge
requirements. requirements. requirements.
b. Substantially decrease L.ess. t'han No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
. Significant | would not would not would not
groundwater supplies or o bstantiall bstantiall bstantiall
interfere substantially with pact. Zu IS ? aly Zu IS ? aly zu IS? aly
groundwater recharge such eplete eplete eplete
. groundwater groundwater groundwater
that the project may
. ; resources or resources or resources or
impede sustainable . . . . . .
groundwater management impair impair impair
. groundwater groundwater groundwater
of the basin?
recharge. recharge. recharge.
c. Substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including
through the alteration of
the course of a stream or
river or through the
addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner
which would:
i. Result in substantial Lessthan | No. The project = No. The project | No. The project | None.
erosion or siltation on or | Significant | would not would not would not
off site; Impact. result in result in result in
substantial substantial substantial
erosion or erosion or erosion or
siltation on or siltation on or siltation on or
off site. off site. off site.
ii. Substantially increase | Lessthan | No.The Project = No.The Project = No.The Project
the rate or amount of Significant | would not would not would not
surface runoff in a Impact. substantially substantially substantially

manner which would
result in floodi ng on or
offsite;

increase the
rate or amount
of surface
runoff in a
manner which

increase the
rate or amount
of surface
runoff in a
manner which

increase the
rate or amount
of surface
runoff in a
manner which

City of Orange Cove



New

Do Proposed New . Adopted
Adopted . Information
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Requiring I.S_/M’\.ID
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? Impacts? Analysis or Measures
Verification?
would resultin | would result in | would result in
flooding on or flooding on or flooding on or
offsite. offsite. offsite.
iii. Create or contribute Lessthan | No. The Project = No. The Project | No. The Project | None.
runoff water which would Significant | would not would not would not
exceed the capacity of Impact. create or create or create or
existing or planned contribute contribute contribute
stormwater drainage runoff water runoff water runoff water
systems or provide which would which would which would
substantial additional exceed the exceedthe exceed the
sources of polluted runoff; capacity of capacity of capacity of
or existing or existing or existing or
planned planned planned
stormwater stormwater stormwater
drainage drainage drainage
systems or systems or systems or
provide provide provide
substantial substantial substantial
additional additional additional
sources of sources of sources of
polluted runoff . | polluted runoff . | polluted runoff .
iv. Impede or redirect Lessthan | No. The Project | No. The Project | No. The Project | None.
flood flows? Significant | would not would not would not
Impact. impede or impede or impede or
redirect flood redirect flood redirect flood
flows. flows. flows.
d. In flood hazard, tsunami, No No. The project | No. The project | No. The project = None.
or seiche zones, risk release | Impact. would not risk | would not risk | would not risk
of pollutants due to project release of release of release of
inundation? pollutants due | pollutants due pollutants due
to project to project to project
inundation. inundation. inundation.
No No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Impact. would not would not would not
conflict with or conflict with or conflict with or
e. Conflict with or obstruct pbstruct . pbstruct . pbstruct .
implementation of a water implementation | implementation | implementation
quality control plan or of a yvater of a yvater of a yvater
sustainable groundwater quality control quality control quality control
management plan? plan or plan or plan or
sustainable sustainable sustainable
groundwater groundwater groundwater
management management management
plan? plan? plan?
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DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact associated with impact areas X d) or (e) and a less than significant impact associated
with impact areas X (a), (b), and (c). The additional pipeline and pump does not increase any impacts
associated with hydrology or water quality . The applicable rules and regulations identified in the original
IS/IMND regarding hydrology and water quality also apply to the additional area.

FINALIS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.

City of Orange Cove
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Xl. LAND USE AND PLANNING

New

New

Adopted Do Proposed Circumstance Information Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes s Involving Requiring I_S_/M’\_ID
. Involve New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? New Analysis or Measures
Impacts? Verification?

Would the project:

a. Physically divide an No No. The No. The No. The None.
established Impact. project would | project would | project would
community? not divide an | not divide an | not divide an

established established established
community. community. community.

b. Conflict with any No No. The No. The No. The None.
applicable land use Impact. project is project is project is
plan, policy, or consistent consistent consistent
regulation of an agency with the with the with the
with jurisdiction over allowable allowable allowable
the project (including, land use. land use. land use.
but not limited to the
General Plan, specific
plan, local coastal
program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for
the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an
environmental effect?

c. Conflict with any No No. No No. No No. No None.
applicable habitat Impact. habitat habitat habitat
conservation plan or conservation | conservation | conservation
natural community or natural or natural or natural
conservation plan? community community community

conservation | conservation | conservation
plans have plans have plans have

been adopted
in the project
area.

been adopted
in the project
area.

been adopted
in the project
area.

DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact on land use and planning. The inclusion of the additional pipeline and pump will not
result in any changes to land use designationsor otherwise conflict with any plans or policies.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

City of Orange Cove



Orange Cove Water Treatment/Storage Project
CEQA Addendum

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES
Do Proposed . New New. Adopted
Adopted Circumstance Information
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes s Involving Requiring I.S_/M’\.ID
. Involve New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? New Analysis or Measures
Impacts? Verification?
Would the project:
a. Result in the loss of No No. The No. The No. The None.
availability of a known Impact. project would | project would | project would
mineral resource that not result in not result in not result in
would be of value to the loss of the loss of the loss of
the region and the known known known
residents of the state? mineral mineral mineral
resources. resources. resources.
b. Result in the loss of No No. The No. The No. The None.
availability of alocally  Impact. project would | project would | project would
important mineral not result in not result in not result in
resource recovery site the loss of the loss of the loss of
delineated on a local known known known
general plan, specific mineral mineral mineral
plan or other land use resources. resources. resources.
plan?
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would

have no impact on mineral resources. There are no known mineral resources of importance to the region
ECEwWUT I wxUONT EQwUPUI wbUwOOUWET UPT OEUI EwUOGET UwUT T w"
recovery site. The inclusion of the additional pipeline and pump will not resu It in any additional impacts

to mineral resources.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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Xlll. NOISE

Adopted Do Proposed . New New Infor.n.1at|on Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Involve Clrcumstances Reqwrlng |.8./M’\.ID
Conclusion New Impacts? Involving New An_a.ly5|.s or Mitigation
Impacts? Verification? Measures
Would the project:
a. Generation of a Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project = None.
substantial temporary | Significant = would not would not would not
or permanent increase | Impact. generate a generate a generate a
in ambient noise levels substantial substantial substantial
in the vicinity of the temporary or temporary or temporary or
project in excess of permanent permanent permanent
standards established increase in increase in increase in
in the local general plan ambient noise ambient noise ambient noise
or noise ordinance, or levels in the levels in the levels in the
applicable standards of vicinity of the vicinity of the vicinity of the
other agencies? project in excess | project in excess | project in excess
of standards of standards of standards
established in established in established in
the local general | the local general | the local general
plan or noise plan or noise plan or noise
ordinance, or ordinance, or ordinance, or
applicable applicable applicable
standards of standards of standards of
other agencies. | other agencies. | other agencies.
Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Significant | would not would not would not
b. Generation of excessive | Impact. generate generate generate
groundborne vibration excessive excessive excessive
or groundborne noise groundborne groundborne groundborne
levels? vibration or vibration or vibration or
broundborne broundborne broundborne
noise levels. noise levels. noise levels.
c. For a project located No No. There are no | No. There are no | No. There are no | None.
within the vicinity of a Impact. public or private | public or private | public or private

private airstrip or an
airport land use plan
or, where such a plan
has not been adopted,
within two miles of a
public airport or public
use airport, would the
project expose people
residing or working in
the project area to
excessive noise levels?

airports or
airstrips in the
area.

airports or
airstrips in the
area.

airports or
airstrips in the
area.
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DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact associated with impact area XllI (¢) and a less than significant impact associated with
impact areas Xl (a) and (b). The additional pipeline and pump does notsubstantially increase any noise
impacts. The diesel powered pump will generate a minor amount of noise during operation. However,
the nearest potential sensitive noise receptor (residential development) is located over 400 feet southwest
of the pump location and there is an existing berm that separates the pump location from the residential
area. Due to the intervening land forms, the pump is not expected to result in significant noise impacts.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING

43

Adopted Do Proposed . New New Info.rr.natlon Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Involve Clrcumstances Reqwrlng |.5./M’\.ID
Conclusion New Impacts? Involving New An_a_IyS|.s or Mitigation
Impacts? Verification? Measures
Would the project:
a. Induce substantial Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
population growth in Significant | would not would not would not
an area, either directly | Impact. induce induce induce
(for example, by substantial substantial substantial
proposing new homes growth in the growth in the growth in the
and businesses) or project area. project area. project area.
indirectly (for example,
through extension of
roads or other
infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial No No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
numbers of existing Impact. will not displace | will not displace | will not displace
housing, necessitating existing housing. | existing housing. | existing housing.
the construction of
replacement housing
elsewhere?
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have no impact associated with impact area XIV (b) and a less than significant impact associated with
impact area XIV (a). The additional pipeline and pump does not increase any impacts to population and

housing.
FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES
New
Adopted Do Proposed . New Information Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Involve Clrcumstances Requiring |.8./M’\.ID
. Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion New Impacts? Analysis or
Impacts? . Measures
Verification?
Would the project:
a. Would the project
result in substantial
adverse physical
impacts associated with
the provision of new or
physically altered
governmental facilities,
need for new or
physically altered
governmental facilities,
the construction of
which could cause
significant
environmental impacts,
in order to maintain
acceptable service
ratios, response times
or other performance
objectives for any of the
public services:
Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Significant | would not result | would not result | would not
Impact. in a need for in a need for result in a need
Fire protection? new or new or for new or
expanded fire expanded fire expanded fire
protection protection protection
facilities. facilities. facilities.
Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Significant | would not result | would not result | would not
Impact. in a need for in a need for result in a need
Police protection? new or . new or . for new or
expanded police | expanded police | expanded
protection protection police
facilities. facilities. protection
facilities.
Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Significant | would not result | would not result | would not
Schools? . . .
Impact. in a need for in a need for result in a need
new or new or for new or

City of Orange Cove
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expanded school | expanded school | expanded
facilities. facilities. school facilities.
Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Significant | would not result | would not result | would not
= Impact. in a need for in a need for result in a need
arks?
new or new or for new or
expanded park expanded park expanded park
facilities. facilities. facilities.
Less Than | No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None.
Significant | would not result | would not result | would not
Other public Impact. in a need for in a need for result in a need
facilities? new or new or for new or
expanded other | expanded other | expanded other
facilities. facilities. facilities.
DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would
have a less than significant impact on public services. The additional pipeline and pump does not
increase any impacts topublic services.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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XVI. RECREATION

Adopted Do Proposed . New Infoi\lrr?;\:ion Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Requiring |.8./M’\.ID
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? Impacts? Analysis or Measures
Verification?
Would the project:
a. Would the project No No. The No. The No. The None.
increase the use of Impact. project project would | project would
existing neighborhood would not not result in not result in
and regional parks or resultinthe | the the
other recreational deterioration = deterioration deterioration
facilities such that of an of an existing | of an existing
substantial physical existing park. park.
deterioration of the park.
facility would occur or
be accelerated?
b. Does the project No No. The No. The No. The None.
include recreational Impact. project project would project would
facilities or require the would not notresultina | notresultina
construction or resultin a need for new need for new
expansion of need for or expanded or expanded
recreational facilities new or park facilities. | park facilities.
which might have an expanded
adverse physical effect park
on the environment? facilities.

DISCUSSION

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration determined that the proposed Project would

have no impact on recreation. The additional pipeline and pump does not increase any impacts to

recreation.

FINAL IS/MND MITIGATION MEASURES

None.

CONCLUSION

The conclusions from the IS/MND remain unchanged.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
New
Adopted Do Proposed . New Information Adopted
Environmental Issue Area ISIMND Changes Clrcumstances Requiring |.8./M’\.ID
. Involve New Involving New . Mitigation
Conclusion Impacts? Impacts? Analysis or Measures
Verification?
Would the project:
a. Conflict with a Less Than No. The project | No. The project | No. The project = None.
program plan, Significant would not would not would not
ordinance or policy Impact. conflictwitha | conflictwitha | conflict with a
addressing the program plan, program plan, program plan,
circulation system, ordinance or ordinance or ordinance or
including transit, policy policy policy
roadway, bicycle and addressing the | addressing the | addressing the
pedestrian facilities? circulation circulation circulation
system, system, system,
including including including
transit, transit, transit,
roadway, roadway, roadway,
bicycle and bicycle and bicycle and
pedestrian pedestrian pedestrian
facilities. facilities. facilities.
Less Than No. The project | No. The project | No. The project | None
b. Would the project Significant would not would not would not
conflict or be Impact. conflict with or | conflict with or | conflict with or
inconsistent with be inconsistent | be inconsistent | be inconsistent
CEQA Guidelines with CEQA with CEQA with CEQA
section 15064.3, Guidelines Guidelines Guidelines
subdivision (b)? section 15064.3,| section 15064.3, section 15064.3,
subdivision (b). | subdivision (b). | subdivision (b).
c. Substantially increase | Less Than No. The project | No. The project = No. The project = None.
hazards dueto a Significant would not would not would not
geometric design Impact. substantially substantially substantially
feature (e.g., sharp increase increase increase
curves or dangerous hazards due to | hazards due to | hazards due to
intersections) or a geometric a geometric a geometric
incompatible uses design feature | design feature | design feature
(e.g., farm (e.g.,sharp (e.g., sharp (e.g., sharp
equipment)? curves or curves or curves or
dangerous dangerous dangerous
intersections) intersections) intersections)
or incompatible | or incompatible | or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm | uses (e.g., fam | uses (e.g., farm
equipment). equipment). equipment).
d. Resultin inadequate | Less Than No. The project = No. The project = No. The project | None.
emergency access? Significant would not would not would not
Impact. result in result in result in
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